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REMARKS 

The Non-Final Office Action, mailed March 18, 2008, claims 1-57 were pending. Of these, 
claims 1-17, 22-24, 31-37, 43-45, 47-50 and 54-56 were withdrawn fi-om consideration. Claims 18- 
21, 25-30, 38-42, 46, 51-53 and 57 were in consideration. Claims 18-21, 25-27, 30 and 38 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Alexander et al. (US 6,380,968 Bl). Claims 
39-42, 51-53 and 57 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Greer et al. (US 
5,959,622). Claims 18, 28, 29, 39 and 46 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Watanabe et al. (US 6,545,775 Bl). In addition, figure 5 was objected to for including a reference 
which was not mentioned in the description. The specification has been amended to include a 
description of the reference. The specification has also been amended to correct the errors as pointed 
out in the Office Action. 

By this response, claims 1-57 have been canceled while claims 58-81 have been added.' 
Claims 58-81 remain pending of which claims 58, 66, and 74 are independent. 

The present invention is directed to embodiments for simultaneously answering a phone call 
and commencing a video capture by pressing a button of a computer system.^ As shown by the 
method of claim 58, a telephone call tiiat supports video is received. Next, an indication that the 
phone call was received is displayed to a user of the system. The user then presses a button which 
simultaneously causes the phone call to be answered and the video capture to be commenced. Finally, 
the captured video is streamed in conjunction with the telephone call. Claim 66, a computer storage 
medium claim^, and claim 74, a system claim, both contain similar limitations as the method of claim 
58. 

The new claims incorporate the limitations of the original independent claims but also contain 
further limitations not previously presented in the claims. For example, each of the independent 
claims is now drawn to simultaneously answering a phone call and commencing a video capture in 
response to the user pressing a button of the system. The previous independent claims were rejected 
by Alexander, Greer, or Watanabe. However, none of these references discloses telephone calls that 
support video. Therefore, these references fail to teach or suggest each limitation of the independent 
' Support for the new claims may be found on pages 6, 16, 21, and 22. 

^ See page 16, lines 1 1-14 ("A user may also answer an incoming phone call that supports video by pressing the camera 
button. The system may then open the video monitor, light the camera indicator, and start streaming video."). 
^ Conqjuter storage medium is defined at page 10 and 1 1 of the specification. 
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claims. In particular, these references fail to teach or suggest "in response to the user pressing a 
button of the computer system, simultaneously answering the telephone call and commencing a video 
capture," as claimed in combination with the remaining limitations. 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant respectfully submits that the other rejections to the claims 
are now moot and such that any of the remaining rejections and assertions made, particularly with 
respect to all of the dependent claims, do not need to be addressed individually at this time. It will be 
appreciated, however, that this should not be construed as Applicant acquiescing to any of the 
purported teachings or assertions made in the last action regarding the cited art or the pending 
application, including any official notice, and particularly with regard to the dependent claims."* For 
example, there are many limitations presented in the dependent claims that further distinguish the 
claims from the cited art, including, but not limited to the limitations presented in claims 60, 68, and 
76 wherein the method further comprises: in response to the user closing a lens of the camera, ending 
the video capture without hanging up the telephone call such that the telephone call transitions to an 
audio only state. 

In the event that the Examiner finds remaining impediment to a prompt allowance of this 
application that may be clarified through a telephone interview, the Examiner is requested to contact 
the undersigned attorney at 801-533-9800. 

Dated this 14* day of July, 2008. 



Respectfully submitted. 




RICKD. NYDEGGER 
Registration No. 28,651 
JENS C. JENKINS 



Registration No. 44,803 
Attorneys for Applicant 
Customer No. 47973 



Instead, Applicant reserves the right to challenge any of the purported teachings or assertions made in the last action at any appropriate time in the 
future, should the need arise. Furthermore, to the extent that the Examiner has relied on any Official Notice, explicitly or implicitly. Applicant 
specifically requests that the Examiner provide references supporting any official notice taken. Furthermore, although the prior art status of the cited art 
is not being challenged at this time. Applicant reserves the right to challenge the prior art status of the cited art at any appropriate time, should it arise. 
Accordingly, any arguments and amendments made herein should not be construed as acquiescing to any prior art status of the cited art. 
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